May 13, 1967 



Dear Harold, 

I received your letters of May 4 and May 7, and have some remarks 
and observations in reply. I also have some information pertaining 
to the photograph attached to this letter, which might provide 
material for your new book and be K photo evidence corroborating 
Rowland's observations . 

May 4 

Under no circumstances would I show anything you wrote to me to 
Mr. Lftfebeler, #or even speak of it. You do not speak to Liebeler 
when you speak to me, I do not want to create the impression that 
the strong tones I used to defend my rights|of free speech and 
association imply that there exists any sort of 

close personal day-to-Aay relationship with the man. In fact, I 
have only seen him twice in the past six weeks. 

Regarding your remakks about Mr. L, you might find some of 
my& own observations of interest. I used to see him more often, back 
in October, when he first returned from v ermont to UCLA. Prom what he 
was saying in private at that time, I seriously entertained the idea 
that he was going to come around and change his public stance. As 
he continued to speak bluntly in public and say things that were quite 
different in tone and detail from what he said in private, I 
gradually realized the profound dichotomy that exists in his character 
and personality, andjthat no such thing would ever happen. In fact, 

I have looked back and decided that he was not above dangling such 
illusions in front of me in a now-you-see-it now-you-dontt manner 

in order tdgain my sanction and trust. For that reason and I may 

have told you this when youwere out here your J'ejcyll and Hyde 

characterization is really quite apt. When I come east, and if we 
can meet, I have more to say on this matter. EXX 

May 7 



I completely agree with you that bickering and squabbling wastes time 
and effort that could be more product ivfcl^JfX used.. Ror that reason 
I have tried to keep my conversation off such matters, and have 

Tried for thejmost part to ignore things I hes.r that 

are said about me. I think that a good guideline in intellectual 

intercourse is to accept a person's views on issues for what they 

are, and not to overindulge in speculations about theories of 

motivation. I was much dismayed, when I was at Ramparts last summer 

and when several critics were &&&XX in touch with that magazine, 

to learn for the first time of the viscious intramural squabbles 

of this nature that were in progress at that time. I tried to form 

the habit at that time of letting such evaluative memarks in one ear 

and out the other, for to do otherwise was to tend to cause matters 

to grow worse. It is probably impossible to prevent personal 

evaluations from arising once two people become acquainted, but it 

is counter-productive because the frpfctions caused inhibit communication 

between various parties involved. If I am working in any area, I : 

am very eager to know the views of others that are interested on 

WB issues not various peoples theories and views of why each 

other person thinks what he does. 

But I am human, too; I, too, have feelings. I think that my 
threshold has been pretty high on this thing. A point is reached where 
it is prpper to reply, and I attempted to do so. 

I am sure that if one were to put in written, transcripted form 
those portions of phone conversations in fthich denigrating remarks 
about any third person were passed between any 2 WR critics, it would 
look no more foolish or more important than ce tain portions of my | 




letter to you. I could not afford to spend precious phone money 
on fetich matters, so my vented spleen took written form. Perhaps 
the unproductive nature of such things is particularly apparent when 
it appears XKXXKJtXXKJffiM&X concretized in that format. Given the 
detailed nature of what had been stated, I felt that a denial without 
some counterexplanations would have been empty. If any particular 
detail in that letter^said to be incorrect, then let me take the 
first step towards not continuing any of this by offering a. no 
c omment . 



And, Harold, it is more important to me that you merely take 
cognizance of my side of the story, and m£ views, than agree with them. 

Most important of all, it was perfectly apparent when I read 
your letter that you had only read the first page of mine. I have 
never taken you May 4 letter to be a condoning of the remaining 
7 pages, and I have not misuedd it in any manner. 

The first sentence of your second paragraph mystifies me. If 
you want elucidation, you will have to be much more specific. I have 
spoken my piece and would like to let the whole matter die out 
unless there is some specific inquirey for which you want an answer. 

Now lets get to the picture attached to this letter. 



The Attached Photo 



Attached is a published reproduction of one of the Dillard 
pictures, at quite a large magnif ication due to the portion 
replSjpduced and the 8-§ by 11 format in which it appeared. 

In thepane of glass directly to the left of the red arrow I have drawn 
is an eerie looking image of a Negro face, a.nd a portion of the 
shoulder structure. 

When I first saw this, I thought it mighl/be an item you could 
use in Whitewash III. The key to whether or not this will be 
useful, is the clarity of what you can get from the Archives, and 
whetfe-this imafee holds up under magnification off the best negative 
that is available. 



If you feel this is worth following up and have the time to 
do so, try to get the best print passible from the Archives. Do you 
think the Archives might make a blowup for you, off the negative, 
instead of forcing you to work off a printcont&ining much more 
area than is relevant. Also, might they print enlargements 
at different levels of contrast (ie:use several types of paper 
from XB lo to hi contrast)? I hope you do think that hhis is 
worthwile to follow up andjthat you are able to do so. What better 
vindication of Rowland's testimony but a really credible image of 
a Negro person at that sixth floor window? 

tt 4 -^ he 26 . volumes Prints this picture at different places,, BMKX 
Was the exhibit collecting done so that there exists a different 
source negative for each appearance? Or is there only one negative, 
which covers all appearances? If there are several, which differ 
In clarity, I will make efforts to determine which one was teed 
for his book. 

Whatever happens, please let me know how it framed out, Should 
you be successful in obtaining clear enlargements, I would pay 
whatever it costs to obtain one for myself. 

Please save this page as it comes from a booklet that is no 
longer °n sale, and I have only this one copy. I would eventually 
like it returned, but there is no rush. Good luck. 



sln !SS^/_. 

David 




